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EASTER OFFERINGS. 


17 vexeve R any part of our property is 
V claimed by another, let that other be what 


he may, we have an undoubted right to enquire 
into the juſtice of the claim, and, if found to be 
illegal, to oppoſe it by every lawful means. 

Mr. Hampden, a gentleman of fortune and fair 
character, it is well known, in the reign of Charles 
the Firſt, refuſed complying with the King's Writ, 
in the buſineſs of ſhip- money, becauſe he deemed 
the demand to be unwarranted by law; though the 
ſum to the ſaid Mr. Hampden amounted to no more 
than twenty or thirty ſhillings. The caſe was ar- 
gued with great ſolemnity before the judges in the 
Exchequer chamber, and, though by a majority of 
thoſe corrupt judges, the King's right to impole the 
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tax was adjudged lawful, and Mr. Hampden was 
cait, yet, Lord Clarendon, who embarked in the 
royal cauſe, and writ in defence of it, has the ge- 
neroſity to own, that © the judgment proved of 
more advantage and credit to Mr. Hampden than to 
the ſervice of the king.” * And afrerwards 4, 
ſpeaking on the ſame . bjeQ, he ſays, © He grew 
the argument of all tongues, every man enquiring 
who, and what he was, that durit, at his own 
charge, ſupport the liberty and property of the 
kingdom, and reſcue his country, as he thought, 
from being made a prey to the court.” This tri- 
bute of praiſe beſtowed on the patriot and his cauſe, 
as coming from the hand of an enemy, reflects more 
luſtre on the memory of Mr. Hampden, than al} 
the panegyrics of his friends. 

There are petty tyrants as well as great ones, but 
they are eaſier ſubdued, The laws are a controul to 
the former, while the other may, for a while at 
leaſt, controul the laws. The preſent method of 
enforcing the payment of Eaiter Offerings, in the 
pariſh of St. Martin in the Fields, is a ſpecies of 
petty tyranny that calls tor reſiſtance, and has given 
riſe to an enquiry, u hich would otherwiſe have ſlept, 
and in the end may prove fatal to the intereſts of 
thoſe whom it was intended to ſerve. For when, by 
a free diſcuſnon, it ſhall appear, that the pretence 
of a legal claim is founded in faiſhood and injuſtice, 
thoſe who were ready to contribute ſomething by 
way of gi/t, while the matter remained doubtful, 


® Vol, 1, r. 63, Octavo, 1 Vel. 3. p. 265, 
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may refuſe even that /omerhing, when they are con- 
winced they are not compellable to give it. 

The letters, in the following ſtate of the caſe of 
Eaſter Offerings, ſigned “ Many Inhabitants, A's 
Temple Student, and Scrutator,“ were written in 
conſequence of the rude and impertinent behaviour 
of one of the collectors, and from a belief that the 
demand was not authorized by law. Previous to 
their publication, and indeed to any ſuch intention, 
Thad waited on an acquaintance, who, I under- 
ſtood, had met with as little politeneſs from the 
aforeſaid collector as myſelf, and was informed of 
the particulars of that treatment, the reſult of it, 
and alſo the opinion he entertained of the tax, 
which I found exactly to correſpond with my own 
ſentiments on the ſubjet. The account I received 
from my friend was, that in the month of Auguſt, 
i776, he had been told by his apprentice that two 
perſons, (naming one of them) had been with him, 
and made a demand of half a crown, but for what, 
when queſtioned, his apprentice was not able to in- 
fo:m him: that ſhortly after he was told the 
ſame perſons had again been with him, and made 
the ſame demand; that his apprentice being again 
queſtioned what the demand was for, he was then 
informed the collectors mentioned ſcmething about 
Offerings, but of what kind he did not know: 
that being aſked if he had given any thing, he re- 
plied he had not, becauſe of the general order he 
had before received, of never diſcharging any other 
applications for money on the pariſh account than 
tor the rates that were eſtabliſhed by the veſtry ; that 

I ſoon 
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ſoon after he was informed they had been again, and 
made the ſame demand of half a erown, and that 
the perſon who had been before named as one of 
the collectors, had thrown out ſome very angry and 
reflective expreſſions, loud enough to be heard by 
the neighbouts, about coming ſo often for their mo- 
ney, and why it was not left out for them? That 
being irritated at this rudeneſs, he wrote the follow- 
ing lines to the aforeſaid colleQor, and ſent them 
by his ſervant, and ſoon after received, by way of 
anſwer, the letter annexed. 


II. 


I AM informed by my apprentice that you have 
a demand on me for half a crown, and that you 
have expreſſed ſome reſentment at my putting you to 
the trouble of coming ſo often for it; but as I am 
yet to learn how, or in what manner, I became thus 
indebted, and as it ſeems reaſonable I ſhould be ac- 
quainted, previous to the payment, with a parti- 
cular ſo neceſſary to be known, you will be pleaſed 
to give me that ſatisfaction, and you may depend 
on a faithful diſcharge of the ſame, the moment it 
appears to me you have a right to demand it. 


I am, &c. 
Auguft 16, 1776. J. N. 
ANS WE R. 
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ANS W E K 


SIX. 


YOUR appre- tice is miſtaken, if he ſays half a 
crown was demanded of him; Mr. H—— and ſelf 
ſaid we did not doubt but you would give half 
a crown to the Doctor, as moſt people do who live 
in credit, and ſome much more; I am convinced 
you are not a ſtranger to what is called an Eaſter 
Offering, but I aſſure you he has a demand, by act 
of parliament, of four-pence for every one who 


| lee ps in your houſe, which, if properly attended 


to, would bring in a conſiderable income; but as 
many are very poor, it is ſuppoſed and hoped the 
rich will make up the deficiency, as it is collected 
but once a year. As to our ſhewing any reſentment 
to you is a miſtake alſo; I believe we might blame 
your man in not acquainting you that we had been 
twice before; I aſſure you we have only our trouble 
for doing it, and troubleſome it is, which you, per- 
haps, may one day experience. 


I am, Sir, 
Four humble Servant, 
Auguſt 16, 1776. J. C. 


I was 
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J was farther informed by my friend, that net | 


being certainly ſure the greats were not claimable by 
law, and not being willing to refuſe ſatisfying a de- 


mand that he was not prepared to controvert, he or- 


dered his apprentice to pay them the greats, but no 


more, the next time they were demanded, which 
was accordingly done. 

Here the affair might probably have reſted with 
me, at leaſt for a longer time, had not my attention 
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been awakened by a paragraph that appeared in the 
Gazetteer, about the latter end of February, or the 


beginning of March, 1777, in theſe words: 


«« Several of the inhabitants of the pariſh of St. 
Martin's were ſummoned for refuſing paying their 
Eaſter Offerings to the clergyman : their principal 


objeftion was the illeyality of the claim; one wo- 


man ſaid ſhe could not pay it from a principle of 
conſcience; however, Sir John Fielding laying 
down the impropriety of their conduR, in refuſing 
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(as he thought) a juſt demand, they paid it, ſeem- 
ingly more in compliment to the magiſtrate, than 


their conviction of the legality of the claim.“ 


* 


On reading this paragraph, I ſent the following | 


letter to the Printer of the ſame paper, who ob- 
ligingly inſerted it a few days after. ; 


& 
* 
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To the Printer of the Gazetteer. 


A PARAGRAPH having appeared in your 
paper, ſome days fince, informing us that ſeveral 
inhabitants of St. Martin's in the Fields were ſum- 
moned before Sir John Fielding, for refuſing to pay 
their Eaſter Offerings; and that they were then pre- 
vailed upon to pay them, rather in compliment to 
the magiſtrate, than from any conviction of the le- 
gality of the claim ; it will be doing an acceptable 
ſervice to the public, if any of your correſpondents 
will acquaint us whether the demand is legal or not ; 
and if legal, by what law or ſtatute it is made fo, 
and what is the ſum to be paid? Many, we know, 
were the Offerings among the Jewiſh people, ſome 
obligatory, others of free- ill; but it is much to be 
doubted, whether in the Chriftian Church, any of 
the former ever legally exiſted, even when eccleſi- 
aſtical tyranny was at the higheſt, much leſs fince 
the yoke of prieſtly power was taken from the 
ſhoulders of the Laity, by a. ſeparation from the 
Church of Rome. And, indeed, Sir John himſelf 
appears to have had no ſolid ground to go upon, 
though he had iſſued out his ſummonſes to the peo- 
ple who had refuſed pay ment; for he only tells them 
that he zhowght it a juſt demand. But why not prove 
itto be ſo? If there is any law in being to enforce 
the Offering, why did he not cite that law ? His 
not c ting it, is a preſumptive proof he knew of no 

ſuck 
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ſuch law ; and, therefore, he cannot be reaſonably} 
juſtified in calling it, as he did, an impropriety in 
refuſing to pay the demand. It is ſomewhat ſur- gf | 
priſing, that out of ſo many inhabitants, who had ſelf 
been ſo improperly ſummoned on this occaſion, 
none had firmneſs enough to perſevere in the re- 
fuſal, till a more ſubſtantial evidence was produced 
than the mere thinking of the magiſtrate, that the 
claim was juſt. The condeſcenſion of the parties 
ſummoned was a fault, their politeneſs blameable, 
Every impoſition, let it come from « hat quarter it 
may, ought to be reũſted. This, indeed, was done 
in the preſent caſe at firſt; they oppoſed, becauſe 
the demand was deemed to be unjuſt; but their 
ſubſequent conduct, in ſubmitting to fineſſe and de- fre 
ceit, was a diſhonour to their judgment, and a 
weakneſs that deſerves to be condemred. hos 


Many Ichabitants, 


This 
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This letter was followed by another on the 11th 
of the ſame month, ſigned by one who called him- 
ſelf A Temple Student, and was in theſe words: 


To the Printer of the Gazetteer. 


A CORRESPONDENT of yours being de- 
firous to be informed of the nature of Eaſter Offer- 
ings, and whether they are of igt due, I beg 
leave to offer the following obſervations to him. 

Offerings are reckoned amongſt perſonal Tithes, 
and are payable either occaſionally at ſacraments, 
burials, &c. or at conſtant ſtated times, as at Eaſter, 
&c. By the 32d. Hen. VIII, ch. 7. If Tithes and 
Offe ings are not ſet out and paid, the party grieved 
may convene him, that detains them, before the Ec- 
clefiaſtical judge.“ 

By the 2d and 3d Ed. VI, chap. 13. Remedy is 
given both to Lay and Ecclefiaſtical perſons, for pre- 
dial, perſonal, and mixed Tithes:—“ Small Tithes, 
Offerings, Mortuaries, &c. and perſonal Tithes, may 
be ſued for in the Eccleſiaſtical Court. But for per- 
ſonal Tithes, &c. the Ordinary cannot examine the 
party upon oath; Offerings are to be yearly paid 

B to 


l | 
to the parſon of the pariſh, where one does dwell | 
and abide.” 

There is likewiſe an act of the 7th and 8th of 
William III, chap. 6, intitled “ An AG for the more 
eaſy recovery of Small Tithes;“ in the body of 


which, Oblations, Offerings, Obventions, &c. are 
included. But this act does not extend to the City 


of London, or to any other corporation, where the 
Jithes are ſettled by act of parliament. 


By the 37th of Hen. VIII, chap. 12, Tithes in 


London are to be recovered before the Lord Mayor. 
But if Tithe in London 1s due by cuſtom, they may 
be ſued for in the Exchequer, notwithſtanding the 
ſtatute, becauſe there are no negative words in the 
ſtatute to reſtrain that court “. | 
From hence it is plain, that Eaſter Offerings are 
of right and of courſe due, except in London, and 
other places where Tithes are expreſsly ſ{e:tled by act 


of parliament ; and how the Tithes are ſettled in the 


* 


city of London I will not pretend to determine +. 


A Temple Student. 


® The offerings meant in this act, and in the two firſt before 
cited, were tor communicants, marriages, chrittenings, burials, 
&c, not of the kind now clamed where nothing is done, but 


zr 


what has already been pail tor, The clergy in our days give no 


credit. T. B. ; 

T This is honeft, and deſerves to be noticed as ſuch. He 
confetles the ct does not extend to the city of Loncon, and 
mcedeftly ditclaims all pretenkons of determining how tithes 


are ſettled thete.— But we ſhall oon find him talking in ano- 
ther ſtrain. I. B. 


This 
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This anſwer proving no way ſatis factory, and the 


grievance complained of ſtill continuing, with as 


much rigour as before, I ſent a reply to the Tem- 
ple Student in theſe words, It was inſerted the 2d 


of April. 


Tos the Printer of the Gazetteer. 


THE affair of Eaſter Offerings is now become 
a matter of ſerious enquiry. Every day ſummon- 
ſes are iſſued from the office in Bow-Street, re- 
quiring the attendance of all who refuſe to pay 
them. The magiſtrate who preſides there, and who 
enjoins the payment, would do well to point out the 
law, if any ſuch there is, whereby he may be juſ- 
tified in his proceedings. 

Sir Simon Degge, in his Parſon's Counſellor, af- 
ter having defined from the Canons what Oblations 
and Offerings are, and where they are due, ſays, 
It ſhould ſeem, that in the time of Popery, there 
was an expectation that every one preſent at Maſs 
ſhould offer ſomething.” And, after citing ſeveral 
ancient Canons for the purpoſe, he goes on thus : 
+ Upon the whole matter, it appears there were 
ſome Offerings free and voluntary, which the pa- 

B 2 riſhioners 
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riſhioners were not bound to perform, but ad l- 
birum. There were others by cuſtom certain and 


obligatory, as thoſe for marriages, chriſtenings, 
churching of women, bu jal, &c.” And a little 
after he adds, No let us fee what the ſtatute of 
Edward the fixth ſays, by which it 1s enacted, that 
all and every perſon and perions, which by the laws 
and cuſtoms of this realm ought to make or pay 
their Offerings, {::a!! yearly from thenceforth well 
and truly con'ent or pay his or their Ofceiings to 
the parſon, &c. . ihe pariſh or pariſtes, where it 
ſhall fortune or happen him or them to Jweil or 


abide, &c.“ N the Oſterings that were er.joined 


to be paid by this ſtatute, the author tells us, were 
for communicants, marriages, chriſtenings, church. 
ing of women and burials, but not a word about 
Eaſter or other Offerings of that kind ; nay, on the 
contrary, he ſays, ©* Thoſe offerings which were free 
and voluntary are now vaniſped, and are not com- 
prehended in this law.” It is alſo worthy of ob- 
ſervation that the ſame ſtatute enjoins, that for per- 
fonal tithes, &c. the Ordinary ſhall not examine the 
party on oath. On which the learned author of the 
Inſtitutes of the Laws of England obſerves, ** That 
the taking away the oath to prove that perſonal 
Tithes are due, has rendered the recovery of per- 
ſonal Tithes almoſt impracticable. And this ſcems to 
be the reaſon why they are not now demanded or 
paid as formerly.” By what authority they are now 
demanded, and the payment of them enforced by 
menaces and threats, is well worth the enquiry, and 
it 
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it is hoped it will not be long before that enquiry 
is made. | 

By what has been ſaid, it is evident, that the 
very contrary of what your correſpondent, a Tem- 
ple Student, aſſerts is the truth, and that Eaſter 
Offerings are nos of right and courſe due, whatever 
his opinion may be; though it is much to be queſti- 
oned whether he really thinks the claim to be juſt, 
becauſe he has ſuppreſſed in his letter all that ap- 
parently makes againſt it, and the authorities he 
cites, he cannot but know, are far from being con- 
eluſive. | 


No Temple Student. 


B 3 Diſ- 
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Diſappointed at finding me not to be fo eafily ſa- 
tisſied as he had hoped, and provohed at my ob- 
ſtinacy, as he called it, the "I'emple Student once 
more took up his grey gcole-qu.ll, and replied in 


the following terms, 'l his appeared the 5th of 
April, 


7 Z 
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To the Printer of the Gazetteer. 


I AM much ſurpriſed to find your correſpond- 
ent, who ſigns himſelf No Temple Student, fo ob- 
durate and ditficult to be convinced“: I am aware, 
that was I to extract every act of parliament f, 
which relates to Tithes, f in endeavouring to ſhew | 
the legality, I ſhould fee another Letter replete with 
as much inconhitency and obſtinacy as that of Wed- 
neſday laith. Nevertheleſs, as I am by no means 
deſirous that the molt ignorant ſhould remain unin- 


® What a ſad thing it is to have to do with wicked, hard- 


hearted people There is no working any reformation in them. 
T. B. | 


1 To extract the whole is a new kind of logic. T. B. 

1 Tithes! ſhould not this be Eafter Offerings? T. B. 

& If my letter of Werneiday be fo replete with abſurdity, 
is it fair dealing not to point out one? T. B. 


ſtructed, 
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ſtructed “, I humbly offer to him the following ex- 
tracts from the ſtatutes, which I make no doubt but 
he will treat with the ſame contempt as the laſt +. 

By the 2d and 3d of Ed. VI, chap. 13, every 
perſon exerciſing me: chandizes, trades, &c. being 
ſuch kind of perſons, and in ſuch places, as here- 
tofore within theſe forty years have accuſtomably 
uſed to pay ſuch perſonal Tithes, or of right ought 
to pay, {hall yearly, at or before the feaſt of Eaſter, 
pay for his perſonal Tithes the tenth part of his clear 
gains, charges and expences, according to his eſtate, 


condition or degree, to be therein abated, allowed 


and deduted}. 

By the 32d of Hen. VIII, chap. 7, all and fin- 
gular perſons, of what eſtate, degree or condition 
ſoever they be, ſhall fully, truly, and effeQually 
yield and pay all Tithes and Offerings, according to 
the lawful cuſtoms and uſages of the pariſhes and 
places where ſuch ſhall grow, ariſe, come, or be 
due\. 

By the 7th and 8th of Will. III, chap. 6, juſtices 
are directed and required, upon complaint of non- 


That is kind and confiderate, and is a mark of 2 commu- 
nicative mind, az well as of great condeſcenſion. T. B. 

ft How prophetic is this! I am ihe ſame infidel as before ; 
and why ?—Becauſe he gives me no cauſe to be otherwiſe, 
* 

t I cannot fee to what purpoſe an obſolete act, relating to 
perſonal Tithes, exacting the tenth part of a man's gains, has to 
do with Eaſter Offerings, When his hand was in, I wonder he 


did not give us the act for limiting the number of hackney 
coaches. T. B. | 


See note , page 14, 
payment 
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Payment of Offerings, to ifſue out ſummonſes to 
thoſe who refuſe to pay ſuch Offerings, and ſhall pro- 
ceed to hear and determine ſuch complaint, and 
give ſuch reaſonable allowance and compenſation 
for ſuch Oblations fo withheld, as they ſhall judge 
to be jult aud reaſonable, and alſo ſuch coſts and 
charges, not exceeding 10s. as, upon the merits of 
the caule, thall appear juſt. It would be endleſs to 
enumerate the various acts, which tend to confirm 
the legality of the claim of Eaſter Offerings, none 
of which appear to doubt of their being by cuſtom 
due, and therefore of courſe legal, and all ſettle 
the quantum by the uſage of the plea. Beſides 
which, I am perſonally acquainted with a clergyman 
in the country, who filed a bill in the exchequer 
for the recovery of Eafter Offerings of a pariſh 
where they were almoſt forgot, and the pariſh (no 
doubt not without good and ſufficient advice) never - 
permitted it to come to a hearing, but now quietly 
pay it as a thing, which had they proceeded, they 
would probably by a decree have been compelled to 
do“. If, therefore, your correſpondent will in- 
form me in what I am defective, or where my aſ- 
ſertions fail, I will endeavour, as far as lies in my 
power, to clear up all real, not imaginary defici- 
encies, in my next. 
A Temple Student. 


® If this excellent, well-authenticated tory ſhould fail of 
convincing me, I ſhould not blame him if he was to look upon 
me as the moſt icreclaimable of all unbelievers; and the beſt 


way would be to ſet me down as ſuch, and to have nothing 
more to ſay to me, T. B. 


To 
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To this ſtrange letter I ſent the anſwer that fol- 
lows, which found a place in che paper the z 5th of 
the ſame month, 


To the Printer of the Gazetteer. 


YOUR correſpondent, 4 Temple Student, ac 
cuſes me of obduracy, inconſiſtency, and obſtinacy, 
in not being convinced of the legality of Tithes, when 
their legality was never once queſtioned by me. The 
legality of Eafter Offerings was the point in diſpute ; 
and hat, I inſiſt, he has not proved. He has run 
over the ſame popiſh ground he had trodden before, 
and juſt to as little purpoſe, and this he calls prov- 
ing; though I had ſhewn him the il'egality of the 
claim; from the teſtimony of two of our ableſt 
lawyers*. Of this he takes no notice, but pro- 
ceeds to tell me, that, by an act of William III, 
& Jullices are directed and required, upon complaint 
of non-payment of Offerings, to iſſue out ſummon- 
les to thoſe who refule to pay them, and ſhall pro- 
ceed to hear ſuch complaint, &c.” Whereas the 
words in the act, as | find them in Wood®, are 
Small Tzihes, not Oferincs. The reaſon for the 


Wood and Sir Simon Degge. 
1 Inſtitutes, page 175, 6th Edition. 
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change is obvious. And the juſtice: in this caſe,” 
we are told by the act, „have power to adminiſter 
an oath to witnefſe<,” But what, it may be aſked, 
has the affair of 77hes to do with that of Fufter 
Offerings! Yes, the Temple Student will tell me 
( hat 1 will readily own) that in the body of the 
act, Oblations, Offerings and Obventicns are in- 
cluded: but then he muſt not forget, that he has 
before acknowledged, and I have it upon better au- 
thority ſti!l, that “this ſtatute does not extend to 
the city of London, or to any other corporation, 
where the Tithes are ſetiled by act of parliament.” 
By what authority then, I ſhould be glad to know, 
do the juſtices in Bow-Street aſſume a power to them- 
ſelves, which an a& of parliament has precluded 
them from? Now is it not ſurpriſing, that our Tem- 
ple Student ſhould firſt tell us, that this act does 
not extend to any corporation, and afterwards juſ- 
tify the putting it in force in the city of Weftmin- 
fer? But inconfiſtency ever attends on falſhood, in 
ſpite of the deepeſt cunning. I have already ob- 
ſerved above, that a power is given to juſtices, in 
this act, to adminiſter an cath to witneſſes ; where- 
as, in the caſe of perſonal Tithes, and the Temple 
Student himſelf bears witneſs to it, though he ſeems 
to have forgot it now, that the Ordinary cannot 
examine the party upon oath; which makes, ſays 
Wood, the recovery of them almoſt impracticable, 
and which is the reaſon they are nct now demanded 
or paid as formerly.“ And if this be the caſe with re- 
ſpect to per/onal Tithes, by what means is the enfor- 
cing the payment of Zafter Offerings become ſo ealy? 
And 


„„ 

And now Mr. Printer, permit me to aſk your 
Temple Student, whether I have any reaſon to be 
convinced of the legality of the claim of Eafter 
Offerings; and whether | have not ſufficient proofs, 
even from his own account of the matter, that the 
claim of thoſe Offerings is founded in impoſition, 
and that the proceedings in Bow-Street are neither 
warranted by law, or dictated by juſtice ? 

The Temple Student having promiſed to clear up 
any real deficiencies in his next, if called upon for 
that purpoſe; and as it undoubtedly is a very ma- 
terial Ceficiency not to point out any one part of any 
one ſtatute to ſhew the legality of demanding and 
enforcing the payment of four pence a head in every 
family by way of Eafter Offerings in the city of 
Weſtminſter (for my enquiries reach no farther at 
preſent) he will do well to do it now, as fo fair an 
opportunity offers of juſtifying his employers and 
hiinielf ; and, likewiſe, what he ſeems to have much 
at heart, convincing an ob/tinaie, an obdurate, and 
an ignorant man of his error. And I promiſe him, 
when this is done, he ſhall have the compliment of 
toy thanks for the favour, together with my free 
cave to call me in his next by what appellations he 
pleaſes, provided they do not convey the idea of one 
who is enliſted in the ſervice of falſhood, and who, 
to curry favour for reward, wi/fully, and knowingly, 
perverts the zruth, in order to facilitate the ini- 
quitous purpoſes of deceir and impoſition. 


No Temple Student. 
This 
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This was ſoon followed by another letter, ſigned 
Scrutator. 


To the Printer of the Gazetteer. 


T AM one among the number of Hel, who 
ſubmitted to the illegal. demand of a groat a head 
for every one in my family, by way of Eafter Of- 
fring to the Doctor of St. Martin in the Fields, 
though at the ſame time I was of opinion, that the 
demand never had the ſanction of a law in its fa- 
vour, fince the days of bigotry and ſuperſtition, 
if it even had then: and having ſince ſeen the ſub- 
je& of Fafter Offerings inveſtigated in your paper, 
by one who tiles himſelf 4 Temple Student, in be- 
half of, and by another again them, who uſes the 
ſignature of No Temple Student, I am now tho- 
roughly convinced I was right in my conjecture. 
The former, whoſe ſtudies ſhould lead him to the 
knowledge of the laws, ſeems to know nothing of 
the matter: and ſhould he continue to go on no 
better than he has begun, it is much to be feared 
he will never arrive to a greater dignity in the law, 
than that of an attorney's clerk, He may figure at 
2 . the 
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the deſk, he may engroſs a deed with accuracy and 
diſpatch, but, probably, he will do no more, 
Diſcouragements, I own, are very diſagreeable, and 
ſorry I am the occaſion demands them; fince l really 
love him for the tender regard he pays to the in- 
tereſts of the clergy, for his gratitude to his patrons, 
and for the willingneſs he ſhews to oblige them. 
But I cannot help it: truth calls for it, and truth 
muſt be obeyed. —But to come to the point, for 
which, more immediately, this Letter was written. 
The act of William the Third, on which he 
ſeems to reſt his chief dependence, happens, un- 
fortunately, to be totally againſt him, and over- 
turns every argument he brings for the ſupport of 
his favourite doctrine; for, as your other correſ- 
pondent, the No Temple Student, has very juſtly 
obſerved, that as this act does not extend to the ci 
of London, or any other corporation, where Tithes are 
ſettled by a& of parliament, 1t certainly follows, 
that it has no more controul over the inhabitants of 
Weſtminſter, than it has over the inhabitants of 
China, And yet ſuch is the zeal of the Temple 
Student for the divine rights of the Church, that, 
againſt his own knowledge, againſt his own con- 
feſſion, and againſt the expreſs words of the act of 
parliament itſelf, he inſiſts upon it, and probably 
the poor man will die in the belief, that Eafter 
Offerings are of right and courſe due in the pariſh of 
St. Martin in the Fields,” which every one knows, 
but himſelf, forms a part of the city of Weſtmin- 
ſter. This it is to have zeal without knowledge. As 
this blunder alone is ſufficient to ſhew how unfit he 
C is 
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is for the taſk he has undertaken, I would advite 
all thoſe who are interelled in the revival of a ca- 
tom, that took its rite in zgnorance, ſuperſtition, and 
knavery, to lend this Marp/ot of the /azv back to 
his ſtudies in the Temple, left he ſhould open the 
eyes of the public too much, and totally rain the 
cauſe he was called to defer. 


This circumſtance of Erfter Offerings brings 6 


my mind a claim that was ſet up by the high bailiff 
of Welitminſter, ſeveral years ago, of a penny a 
head from every houſekeeper in that city; and 
thoſe who refuſed to pay, were ſummoned to appear 
at the burgeſſes court, to ſhew cauſe for that re- 
fuſal; and there, as in the preſert inſtance, by 
threats and every other intimidating method, many 
were wrought upon to pay that which no colour of 
law ever gave countenance to. This practice and 
this impoſition continued for many years, to the 
diſgrace of thoſe who ſhared the plunder, till at 
length, an honeſt, a ſenſible quaker, of the name 
of Phipps, though no houſekeeper himſelf at the 
time, and unbred to the laws, ſaw the impoſition, 
ſtood up in the defence of the 1njured inhabitants, 
and in a well-written pamphlet, which he called 
Britiſh Liberty, he ſo fully proved the illegality of 
the claim, that the ſummonſes from the court, from 
that time, were treated with the contempt they de- 
ſerved, and the conſequence was, that the plea of 
right, which had been fa//zly ſet up, was no longer 
urged, the money collected dwindled almoſt to no- 
thing, and the tax, for that reaſon, ſunk into ob- 

livion, 


* 
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Iivion, and was never more heard of. The exam- 
pie fet in that inttance points out the remedy for 
this; and, ſhould it be followed as it ought, there 
is no doubt but that Eaſter Offering, (I mean com- 
ple Offerings, if any ſuch there can be) would 
ſoon be of as little advantage to the Docter of S.. 
Martin in the Fills, as the head-pence-tax is, at 
this day, to the Hg Bail f of TFeftmin/ter. 

| would not have it here underiiccd that, becauſe 
I reprobate the zuligal mode of cempelling the pay- 
ment of Eafter Offerings, that I atm at ſeeing them 
wholly abelifed :—no; let thoſe keep them up, 
whoſe pride or principles lead them to it and wel- 
come; but let the receiver thankfully accept them 
for what they really are; as free gifts, as beneve- 
lences, not as demands of right eſtabliſhed by law; 
and then I will no longer ſet my face againſt them; 
I will nct even ſtigmatize them with the degrading 
epithets of Popiſb, flawiſh, ſuper/iitious, &c. nor will 
I endeavour by any means to diſſuade my neighbour 
from contributing his mite whenever he is ſo in- 
clined. And ſhould I feel an intrudiug ſmile en- 
deavouring to force its way, on ſceing him draw his 
purle-{trings for the purpoſe, I will check the im- 
pertinent impulſe, I will aſſume a gravity I do not 
teel, and, bidding him a good morning, ſolemnly 
depart without betraying, either by word or geſ- 
ture, the leaſt token of diſapprobation. 


SCRUTATOR. 


C-2 On 
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On the 15th the 'Temple Student did me the fa- 
your to reply to mine of the 15th in theſe words. 


To the Printer of the Gazetteer, 


| YOUR Correſpondent, No Temple Student, 
has much miſtaken me through the whole of my 
letter, I never pretended to aſſert that Eaſter Offer- 
ings might be exacted legally in the city of Weſt- 
minſter, or any other corporation, the contrary of 
which I ſet out with obſerving; and at the ſame 
time I cannot help ſaying that he is very preſump- 
tuous to ſay that they are illegal, without having 
ſeen the act itſelf that relates to that city; and as to 
the legality of Eaſter Offerings in general, I think 
I have ſufficiently demonſtrated it already. He en- 
deavours to prove the illegality of them, by men- 


tioning Wood and Degge, but they are not acts of 


parliament“, what they fay is not eſtabliſhed law, 


® Though I will not contend whether lawyers are acts of 
parliament or not, yet I will contend I had no reaſon to ſup- 
poſe that thoſe whom I memioned would quote unfairly; and 
that I had a right to make uſe of their names, and to cite their 
opinion on the caſe, And I am much miſtaken if the opinion 
of thuſe two eminent men will not have as much weight in 
the argument as that of the Temple Student, T. B. 
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and I ſtill remain in my former opinion, that was I 
to take extracts from every act of parliament, re- 
lating to Tithes, I ſhould never make any impreſſion 
on your correſpondent. With regard to my having 
changed the words of the ſtatute, I declare it to be 
falſe, having taking them all from the acts them- 
ſelves, which I have a much greater dependance up- 
on than Wood's Inſtitutes. 

Before I take my leave of Mr. No Temple Stu- 
dent, I would wiſh to ſet him right in one parti- 
cular, that ſo far from being connected or employed 
by the magiſtrates of Bow-Street, or any other per- 
ſons, what they have done or may do, never once 
occurred to me; and what I aſſerted, was not to 
vindicate their conduct, but as a lawyer, to examine 
whether Eaſter Offerings were in general Aga“ or il- 
legal. I hope, therefore, your correſpondent will in 
future lay aſide all ſuch opprobrious language, and 
believe that I am what I profeſs to be, 


A Temple Student. 


The terms ob/tinate, cbdurate, and moſt ignorant, which he 
began with, are, with him, it is ſuppoſed, words of civility, 
and not of reproach, T, B, 
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My anſwer to this humiliating epiſtle was in the 
following words, which ſhall be the laſt I intend co 
trouble him with. 


To tbe Printer of the Gazetteer, 


THE diſpute between the Temple Student and 
myſelf is now drawing to a concluſion. He grants 
all I have been contending for. I never,” ſays he, 
«« pretended that Eaſter Offerings might be exacted 
in the city of Weſtminſter, or any other corpora- 
tion.” To what purpoſe then has he given himſelf 
and me ſo much trouble? Had he been honeſt 
enough to confeſs this before, the controverſy had 
ſoon been ended, my enquiries, as he knows, hav- 
ing all been confined to that city. In my firſt Letter 
] had ſaid, that ** ſeveral inhabitants of St. Martin 
in the Fields were ſummoned before Sir John Field- 
ing, for refuſing to pay their Eaſter Offerings, and 
that it would be doing an acceptable ſervice to the 
public if any one.would tell us whether the demand 
was legal or not; and if legal, by what law or ſta- 
tute it is made fo, and what is the ſum to be paid? 
In my next [ ſay, ** Every day ſummonſes are iſſued 
from. the office in Bow- Street, requiring the attend- 

ance 
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1 
ance of all choſe who refuſe to pay their Eaſter Of- 
ferings; and ſoon after I aſk by what authority this 
is done? To all this the Temple Student tells me, 
after quoting ſeveral acts for the purpoſe, ** that 
Eaſter Offerings, it is plain, are of right and cour/e 
due,” without any exception of Weſtminſter, but 
affects an ignorance how they are ſettled in the city 
of London. In his next he would ſeem to carry 
all before him : for there he tells me, that by the 
-th and 8th of William the Third, “ Juſtices are 
directed and required, upon complaint of non-pay- 
ment of Offerings, to iſſue out ſummonſes to thoſe 
whorefuſe to pay ſuch Offerings, and ſhall proceed to 
hear and determine ſuch complaint, and give ſuch 
reaſonable allowance and compenſation for ſuch Ob- 
lations ſo withheld, as they ſhall judge to be juſt 
and reaſonable, and alſo ſuch colts and charges, not 
exceeding 10s. as upon the merits of the cauſe 
ſhall appear juſt.” ** It would be endleſs,” he 
adds, to enumerate the various acts which tend to 
confirm the legality of the claim of Eafter Offer- 
ings, none of awwhich (what ?) appear to doubt of 
their being by cuſtom due, and therefore of courſe 
legal, and all ſettle the quantum by the uſage of the 
plea.” By the above extract from the act, would 
not any one imagine, without looking farther, that 
all juſtices, in all places, London ard Weſtminſter 
not excepted, have a power of enforcing the pay- 
ment of Eafter Offerings? What then can the Tem- 
ple Student mean in telling me | have much miſ- 
taken him through the whole of his Letters, and that 
he never pretended to aſſert that Eaſter Offerings 
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might be exaQed legally in the city of Weſtminſter? 
Pitiful evaſion! If he did not in expreſs terms aſſert 
it, he did, as much as words could do it, by impli- 
cation; and ht, no doubt he thought, in caſe 
of detection, was much the /afer way. He tells me 
I am preſumptuous in ſaying that Eaſter Offerings 
are illegal, without having ſeen the act itſelf that 
relates to the city of Weſtminſter. I will now tell 
him I hawe ſeen the aft, and find the words to 
be, as I gave them from Wood, Small Tithes, not 
Offrings ; and alſo, as I had ſaid before, that in the 
body of the act, Oblations, Offerings and Obventions 
were included. What then becomes of his decla- 
ration that I have charged him falſely? I only 
charged him with foiſting in a word where it did 
not belong, in order to ſerve a purpoſe, and -t I 
ſtill inſiſt, he has done. I told him, alſo, that this 
act does not extend to the city of London, or to 
any other corporation, and this I find to be expreſſed 
in the following words: “ Provided, that this act 
ſhall not extend to any Tiches, Oblations, Payments, 
or Obventions, within the city of London or liber- 
ties thereof; nor to any other city or town corporate 
where the ſame are ſettled by act of parliament.” 
But enough of this, as he no longer contends for the 
legality of exacting Eaſter Offerings in the city of 
Wellminſter; and what he may think of their le- 
gality, elſewhere, 15 a matter of indifference to me, 
though I cannot help making one obſervation more, 
and that is, that though my debate with him has 
been wholly confined to Eaſter Offerings, he gravely 


tells me, that were he to take extracts from every 
act 


18 

act of parliament relating to Tizher, he ſhould ne- 
ver make any impreſſion on me. Is it poſſible to 
refrain from laughter on reading this? As to his 
being employed by the magiftrates of Bow-Street, 
which he diſclaims, I care nothing about it. And, 
to ſay the truth, I begin to think he is right in ſay. 
ing he is not employed by them, as their judg- 
ment, it is to be ſuppoſed, would have directed 
them to have made a better choice; or rather, they 
would not have made any; as they could not but 
know, that a bad cauſe, like a bad wound, is ever 
made worſe by indiſcreet probings. I therefore am 
ready to believe him to be really what he calls him- 
ſelf, a Temple Student; or, what, perhaps, will be 
quite as expreſive—a boy juſt entering on his ſtu- 
dies. 


No Temple Student. 


Thus 
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Thus this important controverſy to the inſulted 
Inhabitants of Weſtminſter ended. Ended in a 
total defeat of compulſive Eafter Offerings, and Ct 
their mighty champion the Temple Student. Intereſt- 
ed in the cauſe he had eſpouſed, and determined at 
all events to maintain it, he upbraided me with a 
wantof faith, reſpecting the legality of T7 es, which 
I never diſputed, and pelted me with arguments 
and quotations from ſtatutes in favour of them, 
when thoſe arguments and thoſe quotations ought to 
have been confined to Eafter Offerings alone; vainly 
imagining that if he could convince me of the le- 
gality of the oxe, I ſhould of courſe be brought to 
aſſent to the legality of the other, and then he ſhould 
gain his point. This inference will appear no way 
forced or unjuſt, when his own words are confider- 
ed, and the uſe he made of certain ſtatutes. From 


that of the 37th of Henry VIII, after having proved 


that Tithes in London are to be recovered before the 
Lord Mayor, and that if Tithe in London is due by 
cuſtom, they may be ſued for in the exchequer, he 
draws this wie concluſion, that Ezfter Offerings are 
every where due, except in London, &c. though 
the extract he produces mentions nothing about 
them. Again: were he to extract every act of par- 
hament which relates to 7/ es, he ſhould never con- 
vince me of their legality. The obſolete act of Ed. 
VI, relating to per/onal T ithes, exacting the tenth 
part of a man's gains, 1s ablurdly lugged in to 
prove the legality of Eaſter Offerings. And even in 

his 
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his laſt I find him deſpairing of making any good 
impreſſion on me reſpecting the legality of Trthes. 

The very learned Sir Henry Spelman, one of the 
greateſt advocates the Church ever had for the right 
of Tithes, &c. tells us that Oblations and Offerings in 
the ancient Church were never exacted as Dues, but 
were received as mere acts of free will, and never 
the perquiſites of the Clergy, but given for the ule 
of the Poor of the Church. Therefore,” ſays he, 
« let proprietaries conſider with what conſcience they 
can ſwallow them.” 

In the pariſh of St James's, I am told, few or no 
applications are made but to the gentry for Eaſter 
Otterings, and to them only in a ſupplicating way 
as a gift. Nay, in the very pariſh of St. Martin's, 
where I have been upwards of twenty years a houſe- 
keeper, I have no remembrance of being even ſo 
much as aſked for Eaſter Offerings till the laſt year 
1776. And many old inhabitants tell me the fame 
cf themſelves. I would now aſk whether all this 
would be done if there was any law ſubſiſting to 
oblige every houſekeeper to pay a groat for every 
one who flept in his houſe? Even the Temple Stu- 
dent himſelf would hardly be brought to avow, or 
even to believe it. : 

There are ſome, I know, who pretend, that long 
cuſtam has eſtabliſhed theſe Gi/ts into a kind of /aw, 
which is equally binding with the Jaw itſelf. To 
tuch I ſhall anſwer in the words of Jacob, as they 
are to be found in his Law Dictionary, under tae 
words cu/tom and woid. 


« A good 
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„A good cuſtom,” ſays he, (meaning a cuſtom 
that ſtands good) ** muſt be grounded upon Anti- 
quity, Continuance, Certainty and Reaſon. — A Cn/j- 
tem Contrary to the / ublic Good, Or injurious to a 
Multitude, and beneficial only to /ome particular per- 
ſons, is repugnant to the law of Reaſon, and con- 
ſequently vc. A thing is vd which is done againſt 
law, at the very time of the doing it, and it ſhall 
bind no perſon.” 

Having now ſaid all that appears neceſſary on the 
occaſion, I ſhall take my leave of the Reader with 
this ſhort addreſs to his candour : 

As nothing more was ever intended by this en. 
quiry than to put a ſtop to proceedings that appear- 
ed to be oppreſſive and unwarranted by law; ſoit 
is hoped that the good intentions of him who began 
the enquiry, will be a means of ſuperſeding any 
cenſures this work might otherwiſe deſerve, and 
prove a ſufficient apology for its publication, 


1. . 
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